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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1,3,6,8,9,11,14-31 have been examined. 



Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is responsive to Amendment D, filed 7/07/2005. 

3. Claims 1,3,6,8,9,11,14-31 are pending in this application. Claims 1,15,18,21,23 
are independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1,3,6,15,16,19,21,23,25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,711,283). 



As per claim 1 , Soenksen teaches a method for displaying a user-selected 
portion of an image, said method comprising the steps of: displaying said image via a 
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graphical user interface (Figure 5A item 107); providing a display area of a certain size 
via the graphical user interface, said display area being provided adjacent said image 
(Figure 5A item 124); displaying a fist slider that is variable in size according to user 
input, said slider being displayed superimposed over said image to define a 
corresponding first portion of said image within a boundary of said fist slider (Figure 5A 
item 106); displaying said first portion of said image in said display area, said first 
portion of said image being enlarged relative to said image to fill said display area of 
said certain size (Figure 5A item 104) accepting user input to resize said first slider, the 
user input being accepted responsive to a user's manipulation of an input device 
(Column 21 lines 60-64); displaying said first slider as resized, said resized first slider 
being displayed superimposed over said representation of image to define a 
corresponding second portion of said image within said boundary of said slider (Column 
21 lines 60-64); and displaying a said second portion of said image in said display area, 
said second portion of said image being enlarged relative to said image to fill said 
display area of said size (Column 22 lines 12-18). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Soenksen teaches a method 
wherein said user's manipulation of said input device of step (c) comprises a click-and- 
drag technique (Column 21 lines 60-64). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Soenksen teaches a method 
wherein said slider is translatable over said image (Figure 5A item 128). 

Claims 15 and 19 are similar in scope to claim 3, and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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Claim 16,21 and 23 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 and is therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,71 1 ,283) in view of Moran et al. ("Moran," US# 
5,717,869). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, the invention of Soenksen fails to 
teach the method of claim 1 , wherein a visual momentum technique is used to relate 
said second portion of said image to said image. Moran teaches displaying a visual 
relationship between the overview of a file area and the focused file area (Moran, Fig. 
5., col. 20, lines 33-52). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
of invention to use visual relationship of Moran in the data display t e a system of 
Soenksen because it would provide a more clear correlation between the small image 
and the large image. 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 8, Moran further teaches the method 
of claim 8, wherein said visual momentum technique comprises displaying a pair of lines 
extending from said second portion of said image to said image (Moran, Fig. 5', col. 20, 
lines 33-52). 
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8. Claims 11,14,18,22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,71 1 ,283) in view of Callahan et al 
("Callahan", US 4,982,345). 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 , Soenksen teaches resizing of 
sliders and superimposing sliders over images; however, Soenksen fails to distinctly 
point our two sliders cooperating together to define portions of the image at the 
intersection of the sliders. Callahan, and being superimposed over said image, both 
said first slider and said second slider being displayed in two-dimensional space, said 
second slider cooperating with said slider to define said first and second portions of said 
image at an intersection of said second slider and said first slider, said first slider being 
translatable and resizable along a first axis within said two-dimensional space that is 
orthogonal to a second axis within said two-dimensional space along which said second 
slider is translatable and resizable, said second slider being variable in size according to 
user input wherein said second portion of said image is defined responsive to said 
user's resizing of said first slider or said second slider (Column 2 lines 19-36). Therefore 
it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
method of Soenksen with the teaching of Callahan. Motivation to do so would be have 
been to provide a user a more efficient interactive technique for identifying an operator 
selected display object to be operated on and for zooming out an operator chosen area 
of the display screen to facilitate picking of a displayed object. 

Claims 1 8,22 and 24 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 1 1 , and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per claim 20, Soenksen-Callahan teaches a method wherein said first portion 
or said second portion of said image is displayed adjacent said image (Soenksen, 
Figure 5A). 

9. Claims 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,71 1 ,283) in further view of Perry ("Perry," US# 
5,553,225). 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 1, the invention of fails to teach the 
method of claim 1 , wherein said slider comprises a scroll box of a scroll bar. However, 
Perry teaches an input functionality by enabling the user to directly change the slider's 
length, thereby changing the display scale (Figs. 2 and 4-6; col. 4, lines 30-50). It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to use the variable 
size slider bar of Perry in the slider system of Soenksen because it would give the user 
a more visually familiar system, thereby making the system more user-friendly. 

Dependent claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

10. Claims 25-28, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,71 1 ,283) in further view of Paal ("Paal" US# 
5,263,134). 

As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Soenksen fails to distinctly 
point out sliders relative to axis. Paal teaches the method of claim 1 1 , wherein said 
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slider is translatable relative to said image along only axis (Paal, col. 11, lines 52-68 and 
col. 12, lines 1-3). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to combine the method of Soenksen with the teaching of Paal. Motivation to 
do so would have been to provide a controlled way to view the image. 

As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 25, Soenksen -Paal further teaches 
the method of claim 25, wherein said slider is resizable only along said axis (Paal, col. 
11, lines 52-68 and col. 12, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 27, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Soenksen -Paal further teaches 
the method of claim 1 1 , wherein said second slider is translatable relative to said image 
along only a second axis orthogonal to said axis (Paal, col. 11, lines 52-68 and col. 12, 
lines 1-3). 

As per claim 28, which is dependent on claim 27, Soenksen -Paal further teaches 
the method of claim 27, wherein said second slider is resizable along only said second 
axis (Paal, col. 11, lines 52-68 and col. 12, lines 1-3). 

As per claim 31, which is dependent on claim 26, Soenksen -Paal further teaches 
the method of claim 26, wherein said second slider is translatable relative to said image 
along only a second axis orthogonal to said axis, and wherein said second slider is 
resizable along only said second axis (Paal, col. 11, lines 52-68 and col. 12, lines 1-3). 

1 1 . Claims 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Soenksen ("Soenksen", US 6,711,283) and Callahan et al ("Callahan", US 4,982,345) in 
further view of Paal ("Paal" US# 5,263,134). 
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As per claim 29, which is dependent on claim 15, Soenksen -Callahan fails to 
distinctly point out sliders relative to axis. However, Paal teaches the graphical user 
interface of claim 15, wherein said slider is translatable relative to said image along only 
one axis (Paal, col. 1 1 , lines 52-68 and col. 12, lines 1-3). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the method of Soenksen- 
Callahan with the teaching of Paal. Motivation to do so would have been to provide a 
controlled way to view the image. 

As per claim 30, which is dependent on claim 29, Soenksen-Callahan-Paal 
further teaches the graphical user interface of claim 15, wherein said slider is 
translatable relative to said image along only one axis (Paal, col. 11, lines 52-68 and 
col. 12, lines 1-3). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/7/2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

With respect to claim 1 , the Applicant argues: 

a) enlarging the zoomed image to fill the display area is not taught by Soenksen; 

and 

b) a resulting change in a zoom factor when a selected portion of a different size 
is displayed in a display area of a same size is not taught. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees for the following reasons: 
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a) Soenksen does in fact teach filling the display area (124) with said image 
(104) which is based on the zoom region (106). The Examiner further points to Column 
22 lines 9-18. Soenksen teaches fully filling the zoom window 124 of Figure 5a with the 
zoom image. The Applicant has failed to realize that the zoom image is in fact filling the 
window and the remaining space is a border which can be space for icons such as an 
electronic zoom icon (Column 22 lines 22-29). 

b) A resulting change in a zoom factor after resizing is indeed present in 
Soenksen. Soenksen teaches a correspondence as pointed out by the Applicant. Since 
the zoom region provides a critical reference between the macro and the zoom image. 
One skilled in the art would realize that once the zoom region is scaled the zoom image 
would reflect a zoom factor and would fit the image window. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 



Application/Control Number: 09/837,437 



Page 10 



Art Unit: 2174 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm M-Th, and 
alternating F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ryan Pitaro 
Art Unit 2174 
Patent Examiner 
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